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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -21 ,23-28 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 -2, 1 8 are objected to because of tine following Infonnalities: 

a. As per claim 1 , line 9: "the information 15 databases" should be "the 
information databases". 

b. As per claim 2, line 3: "the 20 information databases" should be "the 
information databases". 

c. As per claim 18, line 3: "the 30 repository" should be "the repository". 
Appropriate correction Is required. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
any textual description of elements as described in the specification. Any structural 
detail that is essential for a proper understanding of the disclosed invention should be 
shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
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removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his Invention. 

4. Claims 1,11,15-16,18,23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the corresponding records" in line 9. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination 
the office will assume Applicant meant "corresponding records". 
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Claim 11 recites the limitation "the corresponding meta-data" in lines 1-2. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination the office will assume Applicant meant "the associated meta-data". 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation " the one or more fields" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination 
the office will assume Applicant meant "the corresponding records". 

Claim 11 recites the limitation " the information database(s)" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination 
the office will assume Applicant meant "the one or more infonmation databases". 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "it" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination the office will assume 
Applicant meant "the corresponding meta-data". 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "the group" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination the office 
will assume Applicant meant "the selected group". 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the context" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination the office 
will assume Applicant meant "a context". 

Claim 16 recites the limitation " any repository records located" in lines 2-3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination the office will assume Applicant meant "any repository records identified". 
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Claim 18 recites the limitation " the other ternis" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination the office 
will assume Applicant meant "the temis". 

Claim 1 8 recites the limitation "the group" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination the office 
will assume Applicant meant "the selected group". 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "the same record" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination the office 
will assume Applicant meant 'Ihe corresponding record". 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "the corresponding records" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination 
the office will assume Applicant meant "corresponding records". 

Note: the art rejections are made given the best understanding of the Office 
given Applicants Claims, which are difficult to interpret because of the abundance of 
assumptions the Office had to make due to their drafting. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-20,23-28 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims do not recite a practical 
application by producing a physical transfomiation or producing a useful, concrete, and 
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tangible result. To perform a physical transformation, the claimed invention must 
transfomi an article or physical object into a different state or thing. Transformation of 
data is not a physical transformation. A useful, concrete, and tangible result must be 
either specifically recited in the claim or flow inherently therefrom. To be useful the 
claimed invention must establish a specific, substantial, and credible utility. To be 
concrete the claimed invention must be able to produce the same results given the 
same initial starting conditions. To be tangible the claimed invention must produce a 
practical application or real world result. In this case the claims fail to perform a physical 
transfomiation because the claims are directed to operating on data. The claims are 
useful and concrete, but they fail to product a tangible result because they are not 
recorded on a tangible medium nor do they produce any concrete tangible result. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

8. Claims 1-21 ,23-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cappi (Publication Number 2002/0038308) in view of Chaeei!! ('Understanding 
.NET: A Tutorial and Analysis", ISBN: 0201741628). 

As per claim 1 , Cappi teaches 

A method of searching a plurality of information databases for records related to 
an input search term, comprising: (see abstract and background) 

selecting a group of related search terms containing the input search term, from 
a search database of terms arranged in predefined groups according to their 
relationship with one another, wherein each term is present within one or more of the 
information databases; (paragraph [0072]) 

Cappi does not explicitly indicate "and, searching for terms from the selected 
group within a data repository comprising selected data previously extracted from the 
records of each information database, to identify the corresponding records within the 
infomiation 15 databases which contain the terms within the selected group." 

However, Chappell discloses "and, searching for terms from the selected group 
within a data repository comprising selected data previously extracted from the records 
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of each information database, to identify the corresponding records within the 
information 15 databases which contain the terms within the selected group" (page 248, 
SelectCommand bulletpoint; page 249, figure 6-4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Cappi 
and Chappell because using the steps of "and, searching for temris from the selected 
group within a data repository comprising selected data previously extracted from the 
records of each information database, to identify the corresponding records within the 
information 1 5 databases which contain the terms within the selected group" would 
have given those skilled In the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing the user 
to select information of interest. This gives the user the advantage of not have to 
examine extraneous information. 

As per claim 2, 

Cappi does not explicitly indicate "the data repository is arranged as a number of 
records, each record corresponding to a record present within one of the information 
databases." 

However, Chappell discloses "each record in the repository comprises a pointer 
identifying the record in the information database to which it relates" (page 249, first 
paragraph; figure 6-4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Cappi 
and Chappell because using the steps of "each record in the repository comprises a 
pointer identifying the record in the information database to which it relates" would have 
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given those sl^illed in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing the user to 
select information of interest. This gives the user the advantage of not have to examine 
extraneous information. 

As per claim 3, 

Cappi does not explicitly indicate "each record in the repository comprises a 
pointer identifying the record in the information database to which it relates." 

However, Chappell discloses "each record in the repository comprises a pointer 
identifying the record in the information database to which it relates" (page 248, 
UpdateCommand bullet point). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Cappi 
and Chappell because using the steps of "each record in the repository comprises a 
pointer identifying the record in the information database to which it relates" would have 
given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing the user to 
select information of interest. This gives the user the advantage of not have to examine 
extraneous information. 

As per claim 4, 

Cappi does not explicitly indicate "the amount of selected data in the repository is 
less than that contained in the Information databases." 
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However, Chappell discloses "the amount of selected data in the repository is 
less than that contained in the information databases" (page 248, SelectCommand 
bullet point). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Cappi 
and Chappell because using the steps of "the amount of selected data in the repository 
is less than that contained in the information databases" would have given those skilled 
in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing the user to select information of 
interest. This gives the user the advantage of not have to examine extraneous 
information. 

As per claim 5, Cappi teaches 

"the data in the repository comprises definitional data" (paragraph [0010]). 
As per claim 6, Cappi teaches 

"the definitional data describe data in temris of its nature, use or value" 
(paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 7, Cappi teaches 

"the data in the repository comprises semantic data" (paragraph [0010]). 



As per claim 8, Cappi teaches 
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"the semantic data describes alternative temis for the data in the information 
database" (paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 9, Cappi teaches 

Cappi does not expressly show "the semantic data describe synonymous terms 
in the information databases" (paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 10, Cappi teaches 

each term in each predefined group within the search database has associated 
meta-data indicating the one or more information databases within which the term is 
contained, (paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 1 1 , Cappi teaches 

the corresponding meta-data indicates the one or more fields of the information 
database(s) within which it is contained, (paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 12, Cappi teaches 

a number of records within the data repository are assigned to a domain, 
(paragraph [0078]) 



As per claim 13, Cappi teaches 
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the terms in the predefined groups within the search database are synonymous 
terms, (paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 14, Cappi teaches 

each group has an associated group identifier, (paragraph [0069]) 
As per claim 15, Cappi teaches 

each group has associated descriptive data for describing the group, (paragraph 
[0067]) 

As per claim 16, Cappi teaches 

determining the context of any repository records located, (paragraph [0078]) 
As per claim 1 7, Cappi teaches 

the context is determined by limiting the search to repository records having a 
common domain, (paragraph [0078]) 

As per claim 18, Cappi teaches 

the context is determined by searching for the presence of one or more of the 
other terms within the group, in the same record of the 30 repository, (paragraph [0078]) 



As per claim 19, Cappi teaches 
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the context is detemnined by searcliing in related classes of tenns. (paragraph 
[0069]) 

As per claim 20, Cappi teaches 

the context is determined by the proximity of one or more related terms within a 
record, (paragraph [0010]) 

As per claim 21 , Cappi teaches 

A computer program product comprising: a computer readable medium; and 
computer program code means on the computer readable medium adapted to perform 
the method according to claim 1 . (see abstract and background) 

As per claim 23, Cappi teaches 

A database searching system for searching a plurality of information databases 
for records related to an Inputted search term, the system comprising: (see abstract and 
background) 

a search database comprising related search tenns arranged into predefined 
groups according to their relationship to one another, wherein each term is present 
within one or more of the information databases; (paragraph [0069]) 

selection means, for selecting a group containing the inputted search term from 
the search database; (paragraph [0072]) 
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Cappi does not explicitly indicate "a data repository comprising selected data 
previously extracted from the records of each information database; and, searching 
means for searching the repository for terms from the selected group to identify the 
corresponding records within the information databases which contain the terms within 
the selected group." 

However, Chappell discloses "a data repository comprising selected data 
previously extracted from the records of each information database; and, searching 
means for searching the repository for terms from the selected group to identify the 
corresponding records within the information databases which contain the terms within 
the selected group" (page 248, SelectCommand bulletpoint; page 249, figure 6-4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Cappi 
and Chappell because using the steps of "a data repository comprising selected data 
previously extracted from the records of each information database; and. searching 
means for searching the repository for terms from the selected group to identify the 
corresponding records within the information databases which contain the terms within 
the selected group" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the 
invention by allowing the user to select information of interest. This gives the user the 
advantage of not have to examine extraneous information. 

As per claim 24, Cappi teaches 

further comprising an input means for supplying the inputted search term to the 
selection means, (paragraph [0035]; figure 1. item 102) 
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As per claim 25. Cappi teaches 

the input means comprises a communication network such that the inputted 
search term is received from a remote location, (paragraph 0035]; figure 1, item 102) 

As per claim 26, Cappi teaches 

a plurality of information databases from which data is extracted for storage 
within the data repository, (paragraph [0038]) 

As per claim 27, Cappi teaches 

the data repository, is stored upon a separate computer system with respect to 
the information databases, (paragraph [0036]) 

As per claim 28, Cappi teaches 

each group has associated descriptive data for describing the group, (paragraph 
[0010]) 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner sliould be directed to Jay A. Monrison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
71 12. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571 ) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonmation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




